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Housekeeping

Committee: Please turn on your webcams.

All: Please stay muted to minimize background noise.

CMAP staff is monitoring the chat box for questions, concerns.

This public meeting is being recorded.



Select member updates

COVID-19 and the increased focus on racial justice 
and police violence are impacting the work of 
regional stakeholders and partners.

Select committee members will describe how their 
organizations are responding to current events.
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Leverage the transportation network to promote inclusive growth

Fully fund the regionôs transportation system

Implementing and supporting two 

ON TO 2050 recommendations 



Assess the equity impacts of existing and proposed 

transportation revenue sources on residents with lower 

incomes

Develop policy recommendations to reduce disproportionate 

impacts on residents with lower incomes while continuing to 

meet transportation revenue goals

Project goals



Review the equity impact assessments of fines, fares, and fees

Help identify specific mitigation mechanisms

Outline strategies to advance equity in transportation fines, 

fares, and fees

CMAP has convened a group 

of partners to provide expertise



What is this project 
evaluating? 



ÅMotor fuel tax and road usage charge

ÅTraffic violations and delinquency fines

ÅTransit fares

ÅCongestion pricing and tolling

ÅPriced parking

ÅState and local motor vehicle registration fees

ÅTransportation network company (TNC) fees

Fees, fines, and fares for evaluation



Equity not related to income or financial means (such as 

equity related to physical ability)

Equity in enforcement

Equity in transportation safety 

Topics we are not evaluating



How can transportation fines, fares, and fees best generate 

revenue without imposing undue financial burden on 

individuals with low incomes?

How can fines, fares, and fees be structured so that people 

of limited income can access the transportation system?

Key questions



Challenges and 
opportunities in 
advancing equity



Tradeoffs with other transportation goals

Implementation costs

Statutory restrictions

Information limitations

Challenges in advancing equity



Lowering the financial burden 

Reforming policies that disproportionately impact 

individuals with low incomes

Mitigating financial impacts through tax policies

Existing transportation equity 

policies



Preliminary 
findings



To what degree are residents with lower incomes impacted 

by these transportation fees, fines, and fares?

Are residents with lower incomes disproportionately 

burdened by these transportation fees, fines, and fares?

Equity assessments



The burden of the MFT is borne less by households with 

lower incomes since they tend to drive fewer miles

Households with lower incomes tend to own fewer 

vehicles, thus spend less on vehicle registration fees

The MFT, vehicle registration fees, plus other costs of 

driving, remain a high burden for households with 

low incomes that lack mobility options

Fees associated with driving



Households with low income take 20% more transit trips than 

other households but when work commutes are excluded, these 

households take twice as many trips

The cost of a fare varies by many factors, some of which can 

result in the cost of taking transit comprising a relatively high 

share of earnings for a household with low income

Transit fares



Lower-income households pay a substantially larger share of 

weekly wages on a fine than households with higher incomes

Traffic fines can compound to become a major source of debt 

and a barrier to employment for residents with lower incomes

Traffic violation fines



Discussion and 
next steps



Evaluations: ongoing

Partner and expert interviews: ongoing

Resource group meeting: late fall 2020

Final report: winter 2020/2021

Next steps



Are there best practices or strategies that CMAP should 

evaluate or consider? What strategies should be 

prioritized?

What are your organizationôs priorities concerning impacts 

of fees and fines on individuals with low incomes?

Discussion



Lindsay Hollander

312.386.8633

lhollander@cmap.Illinois.gov
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October 6, 2020



Federal mandate for CMAP to address safety targets

Traffic fatalities are on the rise (even during COVID)

New dimensions of safety to consider including an equity lens

Growing numbers of and interest in active transportation

modes

Concerns about improving safety on local roads

The Need 



Traffic Fatalities in the CMAP area, 2005-2019
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Non-Motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries in the CMAP area, 2006-2015



Peopleïpartners to address all the dimensions

Data & Best Practicesïto prioritize solutions that work

Projectsïto put planning into action

Policies and Resources ïfor local governments

Safety Action Agenda Components


